


   

Method 

A site inspection was conducted on 14 April 2026 under mild conditions, by Monique Allison (ISA 

Certified Arborist #SA-0110A, TRAQ trained and Qualified) and Ethan Sien Yang Lua (ISA certified 

arborist #SG-0843, TRAQ trained and Qualified). All trees were assessed from the ground, with 

observations made of both the growing environment and surrounding area. No tree or soil samples 

were collected.  

A Visual Tree Assessment (VTA) was conducted, and observations were made of the tree species, 

type, age category and condition. Tree measurements recorded included height, width, diameter at 

standard height (DSH) taken with diameter tape at 1.4 metres above ground level and basal measured 

above root flare (AS4970:2025). Refer to Appendix 1 for Tree Data Table. 

Equipment used to record information included, Panasonic Toughpad, Nikon Forestry Pro, diameter 

tape, builders tape, and Iphone used for images. 

Assessment data was collected independently during the current audit, with findings reviewed and 

compared with the existing data within the original and post construction report (Treelogic Report Ref 

010721 NGV Art Installation, dated 22 April 2020 and Treelogic Post Construction Report, dated 03 

May 2021).  

Tree locations have been approximated based on a combination of recent aerial imagery, and field 

observations. Refer to Appendix 2 for Location Map and Appendix 3 for Photos. 

Limitations of assessment 

Observations were made to the best of the arborists’ ability due to the presence of a busy roadway 

and associated safety risks to staff. No soil tests, foliar tests or samples were taken for analysis. The 

assessed trees are a deciduous species, as such, some trees have started losing leaves as trees 

were assessed in autumn. 

Observations 

All recorded trees were identified as Platanus x acerifolia (London Plane). Tree health was generally 

consistent with the findings of the 2021 post-construction report. Foliage density and canopy fullness 

indicate that the trees were displaying typical characteristics for the species within their growing 

environment.  

Installation of ‘Australian Birds’ artwork lights within the TPZs/SRZs was undertaken using non-

destructive digging (NDD). Localised cambial damage to some roots was reported in post NDD 

Treelogic NGV Artwork Installation report (site visit conducted by Kelvin Lui on 26/11/2020). The report 

notes that the encroachments were considered of a minor (<10%) nature and that the trees were 

expected to remain viable post construction. 

London Plane trees have proven tolerance as an urban tree and are known to tolerate root pruning if 

managed appropriately (Benson & Morgenroth, 2025). Newly recorded data was compared to the 

Treelogic Post Installation report (site visit conducted by Kelvin Lui on 29/05/2021) the assessed 

trees’ health were not altered significantly due to construction within the NRZs/SRZs.  

Although other conditions of concern were observed, these were not considered directly related to 

the artwork installation works. The trees are expected to remain viable in future if managed 

appropriately.  
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Tree Management Recommendations 

No works recommendations had an Urgent, High or a Medium timeframe. All recommendations were 

within a Low or Very Low timeframe. If considered to be more cost-effective or convenient, Very Low 

priority works could be addressed at the same time as those of Low priority. Alternatively, they could 

be reinspected during the next annual audit during which any relevant changes would be considered 

and updated recommendations provided. 

A total of nine trees had works recommendations, of which four were for annual reinspection.  

The following trees were recommended for reinspection annually or after major weather events. The 

trees displayed conditions of concern, such as decay, past failures and deadwood.  

 Tree 5 (Asset ID 1029377) 

 Tree 7 (Asset ID 1029375) 

 Tree 10 (Asset ID 1029372) 

 Tree 11 (Asset ID 1029371) 

Trees 2 (Asset ID 1029380), and 6 (Asset ID 1029376) require end weight reduction on branches 

becoming over-extended and clearing of the light poles. 

It was recommended that the epicormic growth at the base of Tree 4 (Asset ID 1029378) be removed. 

Tree 8 (Asset ID 1640139) was recommended for mulching and supplemental watering during 

summer. 

A climbing inspection should be undertaken by a minimum AQF Level 5 arborist to inspect the extent 

of the cavity of Tree 9 (Asset ID 1029373). The inspection should determine whether sufficient 

holding wood is present at the scaffold branch attachment and if an end-weight reduction of the 

branch is required to reduce the loading on the attachment. 

Most trees with exposed surface roots had surface root damage consistent with mower contact. It is 

recommended that the area is not mown with a ride-on mower as it causes further damage to exposed 

roots. Root wounds may increase susceptibility to pests, pathogens and decay, and may contribute to 

longer-term tree health and structural decline. 

No tree assets warrant removal or replacement. Refer to Table 2 for proposed works and 

photographs 
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Appendix 1 – Tree Data Table 
Key: DSH = Diameter at standard height 1.4, DBH = Diameter at breast height, 1.4m above ground 
level, unless otherwise indicated.  Basal dimensions is trunk diameter at base immediately above root 
buttress.  ARB rating = arboricultural rating.  NRZ = Notional Root Zone, TPZ = Tree protection zone 
in radial metres.  SRZ = Structural root zone in radial metres.  Definition of the descriptor categories 
used in the assessment can be seen in Appendix 3. 
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Appendix 2 – Tree Location Map
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Appendix 3: Photos Images taken on 14 April 2026 by Ethan Lua with an Iphone.  

  

Image 1: Viewing south of Tree 1 (Asset ID 1441739) Image 2: Viewing west of Tree 2 (Asset ID 1029380) 

  

Image 3: Viewing west of Tree 3 (Asset ID 1029379) Image 4: Viewing west of Tree 4 (Asset ID 1029378).  
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Image 5: Viewing west of Tree 5 (Asset ID 1029377).  

As consistent with previous report tree exhibits reduced 
foliage density (autumn?) in comparison with Trees 1 – 3. 
Condition of concern observed – Trunk decay, trunk 
exudation and decay at main leader.  

Image 6: Viewing west of Tree 6 (Asset ID 1029376) 

  

Image 7: Viewing west of Tree 7 (Asset ID 1029375) 

 

Image 8: Viewing west of Tree 8 (Asset ID 1640139), a semi-
mature specimen in fair-poor health.  
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Image 9: Viewing west of Tree 9 (Asset ID 1029373) Image 10: Viewing west of Tree 10 (Asset ID 1029372) 

 

Image 11: Viewing north-west of Tree 11 (Asset ID 1029371) 
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Useful Life Expectancy 

category 

Typical characteristics 

<1 year 

(No remaining ULE) 

Tree may be dead or mostly dead.   Tree may exhibit major structural faults.  Tree 

may be an imminent failure hazard. 

Excessive infrastructure damage with high risk potential that cannot be remedied. 

1-5 years 

(Transitory, Brief) 

Tree is exhibiting severe chronic decline.  Crown is likely to be less than 50% typical 

density. Crown may be mostly epicormic growth. Dieback of large limbs is common 

(large deadwood may have been pruned out). Tree may be over-mature and 

senescing. 

Infrastructure conflicts with heightened risk potential.  Tree has outgrown site 

constraints. 

6-10 years 

(Short) 

Tree is exhibiting chronic decline.  Crown density will be less than typical and 

epicormic growth is likely to present. The crown may still be mostly entire, but some 

dieback is likely to be evident.  Dieback may include large limbs.  

Over-mature and senescing or early decline symptoms in short-lived species. 

Early infrastructure conflicts with potential to increase regardless of management 

inputs. 

11-20 years 

(Moderate) 

Tree not showing symptoms of chronic decline, but growth characteristics are likely 

to be reduced (bud development, extension growth etc.).  Tree may be over-mature 

and beginning to senesce.  

Potential for infrastructure conflicts regardless of management inputs. 

21-40 years 

(Moderately long) 

Trees displaying normal growth characteristics but vigour is likely to be reduced 

(bud development, extension growth etc.). Tree may be growing in restricted 

environment (e.g. Roadscapes) or may be in late maturity. Semi-mature and mature 

trees exhibiting normal growth characteristics.  Juvenile trees in Roadscapes. 

>40 years 

(Long) 

Generally juvenile and semi-mature trees exhibiting normal growth characteristics 

within adequate spaces to sustain growth, such as in parks or open space.  Could 

also pertain to maturing, long-lived trees.  

Tree well suited to the site with negligible potential for infrastructure conflicts. 

 

Note that ULE may change for a tree dependent on the prevailing climatic conditions, which can either increase or 
decrease, or sudden changes to a tree’s growing environment creating an acute stress. 

The ULE may not be applicable for trees that are manipulated, such as topiary, or grown for specific horticultural 
purposes, such as fruit trees. 

There may be instances where remedial tree maintenance could be extend a tree’s ULE. 

9. Arboricultural Rating 

Relates to the combination of tree condition factors, including health and structure (arboricultural merit), and also 
conveys an amenity value. Amenity relates to the trees biological, functional and aesthetic characteristics 
(Hitchmough 1994) within an urban landscape context.  The presence of any serious disease or tree-related hazards 
that would impact risk potential are taken into account. See table over page. 
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